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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the RCE filed 07/06/2004. 

2. Claims 1,12,18, 22, 24 and 25 were amended. 

3. Claims 1-16 and 18-25 are pending in this Office Action. 

4. The 35 U.S.C. §112 First paragraph rejection of Claims 1, 11, 12, 18, 22, 24, and 
25 is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. >- 

6. Claims 1-9, 11 and 18-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent 6,300,947 by Kanevsky. 

7. With respect to Claim 1 , Kanevsky teaches a method for selectively displaying an 
additional content in a Web page based on an available display area (Col. 9 lines 39- 
41 ), comprising the steps of: (a) automatically detecting dimensions of the available 
display area (Col. 6 lines 4-28); (b) automatically determining whether the additional 
content and a primary content can both be fully displayed in a single web page in the 
available display area without requiring scrolling in more than one direction (Col. 9 lines 
35-41 and Col. 10 lines 46-51 ) and without requiring a modification of either the primary 
or the additional content that results in either the primary or the additional content being 
perceived in less than its entirety on the single web page (Col. 10 lines 46-51 ), said 
additional content not being necessarily related to the primary content (Col. 9 lines 39- 
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41); and if so, (c) displaying the additional content and the primary content (Col. 9 lines 
39-41 and Col. 10 lines 46-51); else (d) displaying only the primary content (Col. 8 lines 
29-34). 

8. With respect to Claim 2, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and 
further teaches wherein the available display area comprises an area defined by a 
browser window (Col. 1 lines 36-47) produced by a browser program (Col. 4 lines 64- 
65); and wherein the step of detecting the dimensions of the available display area 
includes the steps of: (a) detecting properties of the browser program that produced the 
browser window (Col. 5 lines 5-19 and line 63 to Col. 6 lines 3); (b) providing 
instructions compatible with the detected properties of the browser program (Col. 5 lines 
23-29); and (c) executing the instructions to automatically detect the dimensions of the 
browser window (Col. 2 lines 12-19 and Col. 6 lines 20-27). 

9. With respect to Claim 3, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 2 and 
further teaches wherein the step of automatically determining occurs when the browser 
window is initially displayed by the browser program (Col. 7 lines 25-47 and Col. 16 
lines 47-56). 

10. With respect to Claim 4, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 2 and 
further teaches wherein the step of automatically determining comprises the step of 
storing a pointer to a previously defined event handler used by the browser program 
(Col. 17 lines 50-59 and Col. 18 lines 1-14)). 

1 1 . With respect to Claim 5, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 4 and 
further teaches wherein the previously defined event handler responds to at least one of 
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initially displaying content in the browser window, and resizing the browser window (Col. 
17 lines 50-59 and Col. 18 lines 1-14). 

12. With respect to Claim 6, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 5 and 
further teaches wherein the step of displaying only the primary content comprises the 
step of executing the previously defined event handler (Col. 17 lines 33-39). 

13. With respect to Claim 7, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and 
further teaches wherein the step of automatically determining comprises the step of 
automatically determining if at least one dimension of the available display area is 
sufficient to display the additional content (Col. 10 lines 39-41 and Col. 1 1 lines 49-51). 

14. With respect to Claim 8, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 5 and 
further teaches further comprising the step of responding to a change in the available 
display area by again automatically determining whether the additional content and the 
primary content can both be fully displayed in the available display area without 
requiring scrolling in more than one direction (Col. 17 lines 39-44 and lines 50-59 and 
Col. 11 line 49-51). 

15. With respect to Claim 9, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 and 
further teaches wherein the step of automatically determining comprises the step of 
iteratively automatically determining whether a further additional content can be fully 
displayed with the primary content and a previous additional content in the available 
display area without requiring scrolling in more than one direction (Col. 10 lines 39-41, 
Col. 11 lines 49-51 and lines 14-24). 
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16. Claim 1 1 is rejected for the same reasons set forth in Claim 1 . Note also in 
Kanevsky (Col. S.lines 23-29). 

1 7. With respect to Claim 18, Kanevsky teaches a method for providing content to a 
browser program for display in a browser window without requiring scrolling in more 
than one direction to fully display the additional content, comprising the steps of: (a) 
automatically detecting properties that identify the browser program (Col. 2 lines 12-19 
and Col. 5 lines 5-19); (b) automatically determining instructions that are compatible 
with the browser program (Col. 5 lines 23-29), to display at least a portion of the 
additional content without scrolling in more than one direction (Col. 7 lines 25-28) and 
without requiring a modification of the additional content that results in said at least the 
portion of the additional content being perceived in less than its entirety on the single 
web page (Col. 10 lines 46-51), based on an available display area in the browser 
window (Col. 9 lines 39-41 ); and (c) communicating the instructions to the browser 
program (Col. 2 lines 13-16), said instructions causing the additional content to be fully 
displayed only if possible to do so without requiring scrolling in more than one direction 
(Col. 7 lines 25-28) and without requiring a modification of the additional content that 
results in said at least the portion of the additional content being perceived in less than 
its entirety on the single web page (Col. 10 lines 46-51). 

18. With respect to Claim 19, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 18 and 
further teaches wherein the step of automatically detecting comprises the step of 
parsing a request from the browser program for content to be displayed by the browser 
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program, to determine information that identifies the browser program (Col. 6 lines 20- 
29 and lines 45-51). 

19. With respect to Claim 20, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 18 and 
further teaches wherein the step of automatically determining comprises the steps of: 
(a) determining a type of the browser program being used from the set of properties; 
and (Col. 5 lines 5-19) (b) selecting specific instructions written to be implemented by 
the type of the browser program being used (Col. 2 lines 12-19). 

20. With respect to Claim 21 , Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 18, 
wherein the step of communicating comprises the steps of: (a) obtaining the instructions 
that are compatible with the browser program (Col. 2 lines 12-19); (b) upon receiving a 
request for a content from the browser program, providing a response that includes at 
least a portion of the content requested (Col. 8 line 35-44) and the instructions (Col. 2 
lines 12-19); and (c) conveying the response to the browser program (Col. 2 lines 12-19 
and Col. 8 liens 35-44). 

21 . With respect to Claim 22, Kanevsky teaches a system for displaying a Web page 
and selectively displaying an additional content, based on an available display area 
(Col. 9 lines 39-41), comprising: (a) a memory adapted to store data and machine 
instructions (Col. 5 lines 23-29); (b) a processor coupled to the memory, said processor 
controlling storage of data in the memory and executing the machine instructions to 
implement a plurality of functions (Col. 5 lines 23-29); (c) a persistent storage device., 
coupled to the processor and the memory, on which are stored machine instructions 
(Col. 5 lines 23-29), which when executed by the processor, cause it to selectively fully 
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display a primary content of a Web page and the additional content without requiring 
scrolling in more than one direction (Col. 7 lines 25-28 and Col. 9 lines 39-41) and , 
without requiring a modification of either the primary or the additional content that 
results in either the primary or the additional content being perceived in less than its 
entirety on the single web page (Col. 10 lines 46-51), said additional content not being 
necessarily related to the primary content (Col, 9 lines 39-41): and (d) a display on 
which said primary content and said additional content are rendered in accord with the 
machine instructions, said display being controlled by the processor, said plurality of 
functions implemented by the processor executing the machine instructions (Col. 5 lines 
5-19 and line 63 to Col. 6 line 3) including: (i) detecting dimensions of the available 
display area (Col. 6 lines 4-6 and 20-27); (ii) selectively displaying both the primary 
content and the additional content, if the primary content and the additional content are 
fully displayable without scrolling in more than one direction (Col. 9 lines 39-41 and Col. 
10 lines 49-51); and if not, (iii) displaying only the primary content (Col. 8 lines 29-44). 

22. With respect to Claim 23, Kanevsky teaches all the limitations of Claim 22 and 
further teaches wherein the machine instructions that cause the processor to selectively 
display the additional content are downloaded to the memory over a computer network 
(Col. 2 lines 12-19). 

23. With respect to Claim 24, Kanevsky teaches a system for displaying a Web page 
and selectively displaying an additional content, based on an available display area 
(Col. 9 lines 39-41), comprising: (a) a remote computer operatively connected to a 
communication network, said remote computer including a processor, and a memory in 
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which machine instructions are stored that when executed by the processor while the 
remote computer is coupled in communication with a client device, carry out a plurality 
of functions (Col. 5 lines 20-56), including: (i) identifying a client browser program 
running on the client device (Col. 2 lines 12-19 and Col. 5 lines 5-19); (ii) determining 
machine instructions that are compatible with the client browser program (Col. 5 lines 
23-29), for causing the client browser program to fully display at least a selected portion 
of the additional content without scrolling in more than one direction (Col. 7 lines 25-28) 
and without requiring a modification of the additional content that results in said at least 
the selected portion of the additional content being perceived in less than its entirety on 
the single web page (Col. TO lines 46-51), based on the available display area on the 
client device (Col. 9 lines 39-41 and Col, 10 lines 49-51) ; and (iii) communicating the 
machine instructions to the client browser program (Col. 2 lines 12-17); and (b) a client 
device operatively connected in communication with the remote computer over said 
communication network, the client device including a display, a processor, and a 
memory in which instructions are stored, said instructions, when executed by the 
processor in the client device, carrying out a plurality of functions, including (Col. 5 line 
5 to Col. 6 line 3): (i) communicating said client browser properties to said remote 
computer when requesting a primary, content of a Web page from said remote 
computer (Col. 2 lines 12-17 and Col. 6 lines 20-28); (ii) receiving said primary content 
and said machine instructions from said remote computer (Col. 2 lines 12-19); (iii) 
detecting dimensions of an available display area on the client device (Col. 6 lines 20- 
28); (iv) determining whether the additional content and the primary content can both be 
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fully displayed in the available display area without requiring scrolling in more than one 
direction (Col. 8 lines 26-44, Col. 9 lines 39-41 and Col. 1 1 lines 14-24) and without 
requiring a modification of the additional content that results in said at least the portion 
of the additional content being perceived in less than its entirety on the single web page 
(Col. 10 lines 46-51); and if so (v) displaying at least the selected portion of the 
additional content and the primary content on the display of the client device (Col. 9 
lines 39-41, Col. 10 lines 49-51 and Col. 11 lines 14-24); else (vi) displaying only the 
primary content on the display of the client device (Col. 8 lines 26-44). 
24. With respect to Claim 25, Kanevsky teaches a computer-readable medium 
having a computer-executable component for selectively displaying an additional 
content in a Web page based on an available display area (Col. 9 lines 39-41 ), wherein 
said component is integral with a browser program in which the Web page is displayed 
(Col. 2 lines 12-19), said computer-executable component causing a plurality of 
functions to be carried out when executed by a computer, including: (a) automatically 
determining whether an additional content and a primary content can both be fully , 
displayed in a single web page in the available display area without requiring scrolling in 
more than one direction (Col. 9 lines 35-41 and Col. 10 lines 46-51) and without 
requiring a modification of either the primary or the additional content that results in 
either the primary or the additional content being perceived in less than its entirety on 
the single web page (Col. 10 lines 46-51), said additional content not being necessarily 
related to the primary content (Col. 9 lines 39-41); and if so, (c) displaying the additional 
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content and the primary content (Col. 9 lines 39-41 and Col. 10 lines 46-51); else (d) 
displaying only the primary content (Col. 8 lines 29-34). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

25. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

26. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kanevsky in view of U.S. Patent 6,098,096 by Tsirigotis et al. (Tsirigotis). Kanevsky 
teaches all the limitations of Claim 1 further teaches display of additional content (Col. 9 
lines 39-41 and Col. 10 lines 49-51). Kanevsky does not explicitly disclose determining 
if the additional content to be displayed was previously downloaded and retrieving the 
content if needed. However, it is well known in the art that it can be determined if 
content has been previously downloaded and retrieving the content if it was not as 
shown by Tsirigotis (Col. 5 line 58 - Col. 6 line 8). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to take the method disclosed 
by Kanevsky and modify it as indicated by Tsirigotis such that wherein the step of 
displaying the additional content and the primary content comprises the steps of: (a) 
determining whether the additional content was previously downloaded from a remote 
storage; and if not, (b) retrieving the additional content from the remote storage and 
displaying both the primary content and the additional content; else (c) displaying both 
the primary content and the additional content that was previously downloaded from the 
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remote storage. One would be motivated to have this as it saves time that would have 
otherwise been used to retrieve the content (Col. 2 lines 24-36). 

27. Claims 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kanevsky in view of U.S. Patent 6,593,943 by MacPhail. 

28. With respect to Claim 12, Kanevsky teaches a method for controlling display of a 
Web page on a device (Col. 2 lines 12-19), comprising the steps of: (a) automatically 
determining an available display area for displaying a content of the Web page on the 
device (Col. 6 lines 4-28); (b) automatically determining a combination of different 
portions of the content that can be fully displayed in a single web page in the available 
display area without requiring scrolling in more than one direction (Col. 8 lines 26-44 
and Col. 9 lines 35-41 and Col. 1 1 lines 1-24) and without requiring a modification of the 
content that results in the content being perceived in less than its entirety on the single 
web page (Col. 1 1 lines 1-24) (c) displaying only the portion of the content that can be 
fully displayed in the available display area without scrolling in more than one direction 
(Col. 7 lines 25-28 and Col. 1 1 lines 14-24) and without requiring a modification of the 
content that results in the content being perceived in less than its entirety (Col. 1 1 lines 
1-24). Kanevsky does not explicitly disclose the step of determining being one of 
automatically converting a portion of the content into a moving image or automatically 
subdividing a portion of the content into subportions that are displayed sequentially 
within the available display area. MacPhail teaches that information from a web page 
can be divided such that portions are displayed sequentially within the available display 
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area (Col. 2 lines 3-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to take, the method disclosed by Kanevsky and modify 
it as indicated by MacPhail such that said step of automatically determining the 
combination of different portions of the content comprises at least one of the steps of: (i) 
automatically converting a portion of the content into a moving image within the 
available display area; and (ii) automatically subdividing a portion of the content into 
subportions that are displayed sequentially within the available display area. One would 
be motivated to have this as it is desirable to efficiently deliver information to devices 
having displays of arbitrary size (Col. 3 lines 14-17 of MacPhail). 

29. With respect to Claim 13, Kanevsky in view of MacPhail teaches all the 
limitations of Claim 12 and further teaches the step of dividing the Web page into 
discrete content modules that are selectively displayable (Col. 1 1 lines 14-24). 

30. With respect to Claim 14, Kanevsky in view of MacPhail teaches all the 
limitations of Claim 12 and further teaches wherein the step of determining the portion 
of the content that can be fully displayed in the available display area without requiring 
scrolling in more than one direction comprises the step of prioritizing different portions of 
the content based on an order of importance, said different portions of the content 
corresponding to specific areas of the Web page that are selectively displayed as a 
function of the available display area (Col. 1 1 lines 14-24). 

31 . With respect to Claim 1 5, Kanevsky in view of MacPhail teaches all the 
limitations of Claim 14 and further teaches wherein the step of prioritizing comprises the 
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step of ranking the different portions of the content according to their importance in 
conveying information on the Web page (Col. 1 1 lines 14-24 and 42-63). 

32. With respect to Claim 16, Kanevsky in view of MacPhail teaches all the 
limitations of Claim 12 and further teaches wherein the step of automatically 
determining the portion of the content that can be fully displayed in the available display 
area without requiring scrolling in more than one direction, comprises the steps of: (a) 
detecting a respective share of the available display area required by each portion of 
the content (Col. 8 lines 49-53); and (b) automatically determining a combination of 
different portions of the content that are displayable in the display area, based upon the 
respective share of the display area required by each different portion of the content 
(Col. 8 lines 44-53 and Col. 9 lines 35-41). 

Response to Arguments 

33. Applicant's arguments filed 07/06/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

34. Applicants argue - "Both of these statements (from Kanevsky) seem to indicate 
that additional content may be displayed only if a certain condition is met - namely, if 
there is space available beyond that display area needed to display the primary content. 
But Kanevsky's additional content display is in the form of objects and links added to the 
web page. So, additional content is displayed, but the additional content is not fully 
displayed on the Web page, since activating a link to display the additional content 
opens a different web page. As described above, "fully displayed" means displayed 
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completely. An object or link added to the web page does not provide the user with a 

full display of the additional content. " 

a. Indeed Kanevsky will display additional content when there is space 
available beyond the display area needed to display the primary content. This 
condition may come about from web pages designed for smaller resolutions 
being displayed on screens set at a larger resolution (Col. 1 lines 13-36). This 
condition is also noted by the Applicants' specification (See pages 10-11, starting 
with last paragraph on page 10). Kanevsky describes adding objects and links in 
the given statements, with objects being visual objects of a web page such as 
icons, text and graphic images (Col. 8 lines 32-33 and Col. 10 lines 56-59). The 
examiner interprets these added objects as directly being the "additional 
content". The examiner understands the argument made by the Applicants in 
making a distinction between displaying fully an additional content as opposed to 
a reference to that additional content or only a "partial display" of that content. 
However, the examiner does not interpret the claim language to read as such or 
that the "objects" of Kanevsky have to be activated to link to further content (see 
the following argument in paragraph b. for more explanation). The claim 
language does not explicitly define the form the "additional content" must take 
and therefore can be interpreted broadly such that "objects and links" can be 
considered "additional content". This interpretation is further supported by 
several areas of the Applicants' specification. On page 10, last paragraph, the 
specification states contents may comprise "text, video, or graphics... or other 
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contents of the various types typically contained in web pages." On page 20, last 
paragraph, the specification states content may be limited to "small icons or only 
a few lines of text". On Page 21 , second paragraph, the specification states a 
"content item may comprise a URL hyper link to a Web page with additional 
detail about the content item". Based on these citations, content can be icons, 
text, graphics, or links. As stated before, Kanevsky also adds content that can 
be icons, text, graphics or links. When such additional content is added, it is 
"fully displayed" as there are no modifications required to either primary or 
additional content under the condition described above. Specifically, in the 
embodiment of Kanevsky's invention where the display size is greater than the 
display size needed for displaying web pages, additional content (such as those 
described above) may be added to the web pages (Col. 10 lines 45-51). 
Modifications are not required nor are any stated by Kanevsky for this specific 
condition since the display size is greater than the display size needed, and 
therefore, the primary and additional content is perceived in its entirety. 

35. Applicants* argue - "Thus, it is apparent from the citations to column 10 and 
column 9 above, that if extra space is available, the additional content is added in the 
form of objects and links. So additional content is not merely added to be displayed on 
the same web page in Kanevsky, and Kanevsky therefore differs from applicants' 
claimed invention, because applicants' claims recite an invention that avoids the use of 
objects and links to reference additional content and instead, fully displays any 
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additional content... Kanevsky also does not teaches or suggest that additional content 
and primary content must be fully displayed in a single web page... Content in the form 
of objects (for example, if an icon) and links are not displayed unless the user clicks on 
each object and link and opens one or more additional web pages to view the added 
content." 

b. As stated above in the previous argument, the claim language does not 
explicitly define the form the "additional content" must take and therefore can be 
interpreted broadly such that "objects and links" can be considered "additional 
content". A link, while being a reference to other content, can itself alone, be 
considered additional content (or a portion of content). As noted before, 
Applicants' specification (Page 21, second paragraph) also supports this 
interpretation, which seems to contradict the argument the Applicants are 
making. Furthermore, in Kanevsky, if a single graphic or a small amount of text 
is inserted that does not link to any other content, then this additional content 
would not be a reference to additional content. It would be a full representation 
of additional content (or a portion of content) in its entirety and in a single web 
page with the primary content. Kanevsky does not state that the added objects 
(icons, text, graphics, etc) have to be a reference to additional content and that 
an object links to other content such that additional web pages have to be 
opened. Kanevsky even states it would be beneficial for those with large 
displays to be able to see the contents of multiple links simultaneous in a single 
web page being displayed (Col. 1 lines 31-34). 
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36. Applicants* argue - "Kanevsky does not teach that additional content and primary 
content must be fully displayed in a webpage without requiring scrolling in more than 
one direction... since the user may have to scroll in two directions in order to view the 
content in Kanevsky, the reference teaches away from viewing the additional and 
primary content without having to scroll in more than one direction." 

c. The scrolling mentioned by Kanevsky only occurs when the picture is 
"partly displayed" (Col. 16 lines 26-29), such as a condition where the display 
size is not larger than the webpage as originally designed. However, this is not 
the condition as to which the examiner is rejecting the claims. The embodiment 
of which the examiner has interpreted to read on the applicants' claims is the 
condition where the display size is larger than the display size needed for 
displaying the web page (Col. 10 lines 46-51). As such, a picture on this page, 
even if its size is unknown, would still fit the display size since the web page as a 
whole would fit in the display size with space left over for additional content. As 
such, a picture would not be "partly displayed" and therefore scrolling would not 
occur. Furthermore, Kanevsky's method does not modify either content in 
situations where additional content can be displayed with primary content (Col. 
10 lines 46-51) and the page is fully displayed without scrolling in any direction 
(Col. 7 lines 25-33) which qualifies as "without having to scroll in more than one 
direction". 
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37. Applicants argue - "Kanevsky's method displays additional content in a browser 
program only by substantially modifying the content (Kanevsky, column 9, lines 35-39)." 

d. The cited section of Kanevsky describes what happens when "the display 
size is smaller than the display size used for the web pages". This is not the 
embodiment the examiner refers to in the rejections. The embodiment the 
examiner refers to is stated in column 9 lines 39-41, where "the user's display 
size is larger than the web page design intended". 

38. Applicants argue - "With regard to independent claim 22, applicants method 
clearly implements functions different than those of Kanevsky's method, both in regard 
to the modification of content require by Kanevsky to fully display the additional and 
primary content, and in regard to the source of the additional content" 

e. The examiner notes again that modifications are not required by Kanevsky 
to fully display the additional and primary content. As for the source of the 
additional content, the claims state "not being necessarily related to the primary 
content". In general, Kanevsky teaches objects (such as icons, text, graphic 
images) and links can be added to the web page when there is space to display 
both the primary and additional content (Col. 9 lines 39-41). Kanevsky's method 
does not explicitly limit the additional content being related to the primary 
content. 
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39. Applicants argue - "Kanevsky teaches that the web page adaptation scheme is 
only partly incorporated on a clients computer, such as in a web browser. A partially 
incorporated web scheme is not equivalent to a wholly incorporated web scheme. 
Thus, there is no teaching or suggestion of communicating machine instructions from a 
server to a client computer, as in applicants' claimed system." 

f. Java applets are downloaded from a web server to a browser. As stated 
in the previous office action, Java applets can function through a reference in a 
requested Web page such that the applet is sent to the client system. A Java 
applet is written in the Java programming language and therefore contains 
machine instructions. As such, Kanevsky teaches communication of machine 
instructions from a server to a client computer. 

40. Applicants argue - "Unlike Kanevsky, where a prioritized object of a known size 
will be put on another web page and thus cannot be perceived on a Web page with 
primary content, applicants' claimed method provides for either converting a portion of 
the content into a moving image or subdividing a portion into subportions that may be 
displayed sequentially so that the user can perceive the content on a single Web page 
without any modification that results in the content being perceived in less than its 
entirety. If this result cannot be achieved, only the primary content is displayed. Unlike 
Kanevsky, applicants' claimed method avoids making links to other Web pages, 
because applicants' method only displays the portion of the content that can be fully 
displayed in a single web page." 
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g. MacPhail was used to teach the step of subdividing a portion into 
subportions that may be displayed sequentially. As for making links to other 
pages, please see the argument made in paragraph b. under paragraph 35. 

Conclusion 

41 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0133848 by Hunt et al. "System and 
method for providing and displaying information content" July 8, 2004. Discloses 
adaptation of web content to reduce or eliminate horizontal scrolling. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Lazaro whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4868. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 703-308-6662. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

David Lclzaro 
August 17, 2004 



sups'* 



